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DETAILED ACTION 

• Applicant's Amendment filed 12/12/2006 is acknowledged. 

• Claims 1,17, and 20 have been amended. 

• Claims 1-20 remain pending. 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

On line 6, it is believed that "a foreign network" should state 
to a foreign network--. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 17 is directed to "information packet" 
which is not a process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter. A packet is a 
mere data structure. Although, claim 17 initially claims a node, it also claims an 
information packet and the body of the claim describes data fields of the packet. There 
are no structures of the node recited as would be required if a node is claimed. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-8 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 1-8, 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the sub-type data field" in line 13. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is suggested that the 
phrase, "the sub-type data field, a sub-type data field designating" be changed to "a 
sub-type data field, the sub-type data field designating." 

In claims 1-8, the use of the term "connectable" in the context of this claim 
renders the claim indefinite for the following reason: 

- In claim 1 , the word "connectable" implies that the node may 

not be connected to anything. However, the claim requires connections 
between the node and other nodes in a home network and a foreign 
network. Furthermore, the claim requires the use of an information 
packet, and a packet exists only in an environment of interconnected 
nodes with data transmission taking place. To summarize, there is a 
contradiction between the scope sought by the use of the word 
"connectable" and the scope defined by the body of the claim which 
requires an actual connection. 
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6. Regarding claims 17-20, 

In claim 17, it is not clear what is meant by: 

On line 5, "a generalized link-layer address extension." An address 
extension is a field, which is not a physical element. The claim is directed 
to a node, thus it must be comprised of physical elements within the node. 

Corrections are required. 

7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

8. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claims contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

Regarding claims 1-20, 

Claims 1, 9, and 17 on lines 9, 8, and 13, respectively, contain new matter which 
is not described in the specification. More specifically, the statement "information 
packet that can comprise a plurality of message types," is not described in the 
specification. The Applicants' specification on pg. 18, lines 20-25, describes three 
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specific sub-type embodiments for link layer addresses. Are the Applicants referring to 
the sub-type embodiments as the "plurality of message types"? If so, then the 
specification describes how the information packet can comprise just one of these 
message types at any one time, not a "plurality of message types" at the same time. 
Does the Applicant mean to state - one of a plurality of message types -- ? 

Corrections are required. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicants 1 arguments of pgs.10-14, filed 12/12/2006, with respect to the 
rejections of claims 1-20 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

- Applicant argues that the term "connectable" is proper and it was the 
Applicant's belief that many of these issues had been resolved. 

- The Examiner respectfully disagrees. During a telephonic interview of 
May 25, 2006, the Applicant's representatives and the Examiners did not 
arrive at any agreement with respect to the claims, specifically concerning 
the meaning of the term "connectable." (See Interview Summary mailed 
6/6/2006) The Applicant's representatives argued during the interview that 
the Office had previously granted numerous patents that used the term 
"connectable." Therefore, they argued, the instant Application should be 
afforded the same treatment insofar as permitting the use of the term 
"connectable." However, it was and is the position of the Examiner that 
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the issue is not whether the Applicant can use the term "connectable," but 
rather whether it is consistent with the scope sought by the use of the 
word "connectable" and the scope defined by the body of the claim which 
requires an actual connection. For example, claim 1's limitation requires 
that the node be connected, not merely be "connectable," since 
"connectable" implies that the node may be unconnected, in which case 
the "node connectable to a home network" cannot perform the steps 
recited in the claim, such as "receiving a plurality of link-layer 
addresses... related to one of plurality of nodes in a home network." 

- The Applicant argues beginning on page 1 2 of the Remarks, that the 
Examiner is mistaken that new matter has been interjected in claims 1 , 9, 
and 17 regarding the phrase "plurality of message types." The Applicant 
cites examples from the specification regarding various link-layer address 
extensions (e.g. cdma2000, Ethernet, Global Identifier). Therefore, the 
Applicant argues there is support in the specification. 

- The Examiner respectfully disagrees. The limitation at issue is 
"information packet that can comprise a plurality of message types." 

The preceding limitation requires that a single packet comprise a plurality 
(more than one) message types. However, the specification describes a 
packet containing no more than one message type at a time. Thus, an 
information packet, as described in the specification, cannot comprise a 
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plurality of message types. The Examiner maintains that the rejection 
was proper. 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anthony Sol whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
5949. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30am - 4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571) 272-3088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



AMS 

3/12/2007 



